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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first office action in response to application no. 10/662,128 filed on September 
12, 2003 in which claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 8 depends on 
claim 8. Appropriate correction is required. 

The dependency of claim 8 is ambiguoi/s, therefore, the examiner will make claim 8 
dependent upon claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

m 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Downes, Robert John et al. (EP Publication no. 0 466 499 A1). 
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Regarding claim 1, Downes discloses. in figs 1-2 the same airborne imaging system 
comprising a blister housing disposed on a host vehicle, the blister housing having a 
leading end, a trailing end and a payload area, the leading end aligned with a leading, 
end of the host vehicle (See Downes col. 1 , lines 10-26), an air inlet defined by the 
leading end of the blister housing, an air channel connecting the air inlet to a power unit 
disposed within the blister housing (See Downes fig. 2, item 5 col. 4, lines 13-24), a 
command/control system disposed within the payload area operably powered by the 
power unit (See Downes col. 1, lines 17-19 and col. 2, lines 38-46), a payload ejection 
system operably coupled to the command center for releasing an assessment system 
from the payload area, the assessment system including an imaging system (See 
Downes col. 1, lines 43-56), a transmitter and a parachute (See Downes col. 2, lines 30- 
46). 

As per claim 2, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 1 , In addition, Downes further discloses the same imaging element 
wherein the host vehicle is a gravity bomb, a remotely piloted vehicle, or a missile (See 
Downes Fig. 2, and col. 5, lines 1-15). 

As per claim 3. most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Downes further discloses the same imaging system 
wherein the blister housing includes a mating face and an external face, the mating face 


Application/Control Number: 10/662,128 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2621 

covered by a pressure mounted adhesive layer for adhering to an external surface of 
the host vehicle (See Downes col. 2, lines 30-46, col. 4, lines 32-37). 

As per claim 5-6, Downes further provides an external interface for communication with 
the command/control system, and wherein the assessment system is eccentrically 
weighted so as to produce pendular iriotion while suspended from a parachute (See 
Fig. 2 and col. 3, lines 7-19). 

As per claim 7, Downes further an assessment system including an optical imaging 
device (See Downes col. 3, lines 47-50). 

As per claims 9 and 13, the parachute in Downes is conical as seen in fig. 2. 
As per claim 10, an antenna is an inherent feature in a transmitting system. 

Claim Rejections '35 use §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Downes, 
Robert John et al. (EP Publication no. 0 466 499 A1). 

ft 

As per claim 27. Downes discloses an airborne imaging system remotely connected to a 
receiving station comprising a blister package including a blister operably connected to 
a host vehicle (See Downes col. 1, lines 10-26), a command/control section positioned 
within the blister housing to sense a desired orientation of the blister housing, a power 
system operably connected to the command/control system (See Downes col. 1 , lines 
17-19 and col. 2, lines 38-46), and an assessment sensor system, selectively deployed 
from the blister package upon achieving the desired orientation, the assessment sensor 
system including an accentrically weighted imaging payload (See Downes col. 2, lines 
30-53), a paradevice to suspend and rotate the eccentrically weighted imaging payload, 
and a transmitter system that communicates a sensor output with the receiving station 
(See Downes col. 1 , lines 27-56), 

. It is noted that Downes is silent about providing a laptop receiver as specified in 
the claim. 

However, the examiner takes Official Notice that such a computer is well known 
and commonly used because it offers portability. Therefore, skilled artisan would be 
motivated to incorporate such a conventional laptop in Downes' imaging system to 
reduce the burden of sitting at one location when it is required to be in different places. 
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6. Claims 4. 8, 11-12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Claims 14-26 are allowed. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Frank (US Patent no. 7005982) teaches carrier security system. 

Colting (US Patent no. 7055777) teaches airship and method of operation. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. . 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Gims S Philippe C 
Primary Examiner 
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